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Also, returned the following bills :

An Act supplemental to an act of the General Assembly of
Maryland, entitled, ““An Act to authorize the persons therein
named to build a Methodist Meeting House on the public
grounds in Chestertown, in Kent county, passed at November
Session, 1801 ;’

An Act to make valid a deed from John Thomas Adams
- and Mary A. Adams, his wife, to the vestry of Coventry Pa-
rish of Somerset and Worcester counties ;’

An Act appropriating a sum of money in payment for legal
services rendered by Thomas S. Alexander and Thomas Don-
aldson at the request of the Comptroller ;

An Act to allow John T. Diffenbaugh, Jaeob Campbell and
Stephen R. Gore, collectors of State and county taxes of Car-
roll county, turther time to complete their collections ;

An Act to alter and change the name of David Mertz, of
Baltimore county, to the name of David Henry McComas ;

An Act to add an additional section to article 14 of the
Public Local Laws of Kent county, relating to Ohestertown,
and to provide for the appointment of a collector of the corpo-
ration tax of Chestestown in Kent county;

An Act to authorize John W. Scott, of Prince George's
county, to act in the double capacity of justice of the peace
and assistant assessor ;

An Act to compensate Thomas S. Alexander for his profes-
sional services in procuring an exemption of the State Reve-
nue from liability for an‘income tax of the United States:

An Act to authorize the judge of the Superior Court of
Baltimore city to employ a stenographer, and to add a new
section to the 4th article of the ‘Code of Public Tocal Laws
providing therefor ;

An Act to authorize and empower Moses Lambson and
James Crippen, executors of the last will and testament of
Giles Lam%son , deceased, to sell and convey certain lands in
Kent county: :

Severally endorsed ‘‘passed by yeas and nays.”’

Also, returned the bill relating to the Baltimore, \/Vilmiug-
ton and Philadelphia Railroad Company ;

Endorsed ‘“passed by yeas and nays with an amendment.”’

The question upon concurring in the amendment was de-
termined in the negative by yeas and nays as follow:




